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T51A all Iceland review. 
THE LAND QUESTION. 

WHAT TO DO. 

As to 
" 
What to do "?The first thing 

to do is to form a workable scheme. 

Altering the whole land system of a 

country with due regard paid to all 

sorts of conflicting interests is not a 

?imple matter like buying a suit of 
clothes. A conference or mass meeting 

without some, very definite plan to put j 
lefore it could only lead to a confused 
debate and no decision arrived at. The ? 
expedient of appointing a committee at 

?uch a meeting, and directing them to 
-draw up a plan to reconcile all differ 

ences, to please everybody, and to be 

quick about it, is no good. I have seen 

it tried and fail over and ov?r again in 
relation to matters far less difficult and 

complicated than the Land problem. 
The committee usually do nothing, be 

cause they do not know what to do, and 

?nd what they have undertaken is be 
yond their power. 

I have tried with the aid of such ad 
vice as I could get to sketch the out 
lines of a plan. What I want now is to ' 
ihave it criticised, its defects pointed 

out, improvements and alterations sug 

gested, or if it be thought quite un 
workable then an alternative plan on 

jbetter lines put forward. 

M. 

Dear M.?I think you are quite 

right; some general and clear under 

standing 'having a reasoanble degree 
of precisiones?, but not too precise, 
should precede the holding of such a 
conference. 

As something for the consideration 

of yourself and other thinking men I, 
in the meantime, however tentatively, 
submit certain these, of which this 
that here follows is the first. If they 
seem to you to be too theoretical, meta 

political, or nieta-physical, I would ask 

you to remember that however quiet 

everything seems, we are really in the 

midst of a great historic revolution; 
how great will only be perceived in 
time and in perspective ; and which being 
so a solution of the Land Question is 

more likely to be enduring and satis 

factory when arrived at by those who 

liave gone back to first principles and 

iaken such too into account?and even 

jnore serious account than any con 

siderations of temporary ease and fleet 

ing convenience, ease and convenience 

"which might only" affect one generation, 

and that generation too for, perhaps, 

not more than a decade. 

I submit then that according to the 

intention of Nature as exhibited in the 

History of Man. and proveable in 

other ways, Land is not, never was, and 

never can be property in the sense in 

which perishable wealth is property; 
and that as Ireland was not made by 

JVlan so it cannot be owned by Man, 

and that all lordship and control over j 

it, things quite natural right and salu- \ 

tary in themselves, involve very great, 

grave, and direct responsibilities which 

do not attach to the possession of those 

things that may justly be regarded as 

property. 
I 

How this doctrine may be actually 

applied in practice I shall consider 

hereafter. 

I incline to think that principle is 

the very bed-rock of the Land Ques 

tion ; strange as it may seem. 

Land cannot be owned as men own 

horses, and houses, and ships, and othe?r 

forms of perishable wealth, produced by 

humain agencies.?Ed. 

Longhurst, Dunmurry, 

Belfast, 

It is interesting at least to see a pro 

posal tinder the head of 
" 
What to do 

" 
j 

in your issue of April 27th. i 

If the conference you propose ever 

takes place may I suggest that the 

first question to be discussed might well j 

be the complete scheme of Land Pur- i 

chase, as proposed by its advocates, in 

all its working details. I have not seen 

it yet. Previous Land legislation has | 
had as its aim really the protection of I 

the tenant against his own class, since 

it is the competition of the class that 

gives the opportunity and raison d'etre i 

for all the difficulty in the Irish Land t 

Question. 

How then is he to be protected against i 

himself in the larger opportunity that, 
will follow complete ownership ? What 

safeguards against consolidation into 

new estates, under new landlords, per 

haps no better than the old; if not 

worse? 

What preventaitive of sub-division 

into holdings too small to pay interest 

at all without starving the occupier ? 

What means can be devised to collect 

interest from starving occupiers witjh 

out the odious threat of evictions and 

its subsequent infliction? If free sale 

be allowed what protection from the 

paying of a rack rent by an incoming 
tenant in the shape of Government in 

terest plus gombeen man's exaction for 

purchase money advanced? 

In case of a further fall in prices of 

agricultural produce will the Govern 

ment interest be reduced as the land 

lord rents were? If not, why not? 

If it be Mr. Russell whom you ask 

to define these points perhaps you would 

remind him of Jiis remark at Porta 

down on April 20th?-" They could not 

devise any Act that the administration 

of the law in Ireland would not knock 

into a cocked hat." 

J. BROWN. 

? Thanks for interesting and illumina 

! tive letter. 
Re the last paragraph?I think the 

whole body of occupiers, in their own 

interest and for their own protection 

against usurers, and the effect of bad 

times, should be under the control of 

a National Board or Commission in 
whom should b? vested the fee simple 
of all the estates of the peasant proprie 
tors. A secure possession while they 

discharged all just claims and obliga 
tions they are entitled to; absolute 

ownership would be, as you perceive, 
their ruin, and raise the land question 
anew and in a worse form as more diffi 

cult perhaps impossible to grapple with. 
?Ed. 

IRISH INDUSTRIES. 
What here follows I print with anr 

abundance of pleasure. It is from the 

pen of Mr. John H. Parnell, brother of 
Charles. For many generations now 

the Parnells have been producing men. 

of a rare and une type. If the Irish 
Parnells die out we shall have to im 

port the Congleton branch. 

I noticed a speech by Mr. John Dillon 
on the 11th in which he refers to Homer 

Rule and Irish industries. 

In his remarks as to the impossibility 
of developing those industries without 
first obtaining self-government I am 

sorry to differ. 

I was always in favour of Mr. 
O'Brien and his views in reference to 

the vast depopulated grazing lands of 
Ireland being repopulated by people 
from the congested ditsricts, and I 
think his objects were most worthy, 
, and I hope will be carried out some day. 

During my South Meath election in 
'95 I constantly drew attention to that 

very idea. I dwelt on the depopula 
tion and extraordinary condition of 

county Meath and other parts <of Ire 

land as regards population and indus 

tries. 

In my first trip to Meath I was aston 
ished at such a rich but undeveloped 
country, at the door of Dublin and other 
, 
big markets, given over to cattle and 
! 
sheep, and which if it was in any other 

portion of Great Britain would be the 
! garden and workshop for London, teem 

ing with people. 

I cannot help then from comment 

ing on Mr, Dillon's remarks, because 

they do not exactly correspond with 
the resolutions of the League, and as 

to waiting for Home Rule before you 
think of developing the country I think 
it is absurd. 

If Ireland has to wait for that time 
where do Mr. O'Brien and Mr. Dillon 
expect to see the Irish population, in 

what part of the world will they find 
them ? Not in Ireland, I am afraid, for 
it will take many years before we have 

Home Rule, that is Mr. DiIlon?s mean 

ing for Home Rule. 
I do not believe we will get Home 

Rule under the leadership of England, 
but I believe in future generations they 
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